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The United States has the highest number of incarcerated people worldwide with a prison 
population of 2.2 million in 2016 (Gramlich 2018). Mass incarceration is the historically 
unprecedented number of people incarcerated, and the fact that this population is 
disproportionately made up of Black and Brown men. This is a result of “law and order” political 
rhetoric, the prison industrial complex, the war on drugs, and changes in sentencing in the United 
States. Some argue that mass incarceration began to end in the United States in 2008, as this 
coincides with a decline in the United States prison populations for the first time in over thirty 
years (Gramlich 2018). However, the carceral state has not receded. Rather, mass incarceration 
has merely transformed, with the increased reliance on alternatives such as mass probation, e-
carceration, and immigrant detention centers (Alexander 2020; Phelps 2020). Through a 
historical-comparative analysis of secondary data, I explore whether certain geographical areas 
in the United States that implemented criminal justice reforms have seen the size or racial 
composition of their prison populations decline. I analyze data from the Department of Justice 
and Immigration and Customs Enforcement to evaluate the extent of new forms of social control, 
such as e-carceration and new populations of prisoners incarcerated through immigrant 
detention. I study the criminal justice reform movement by comparing California and Georgia. I 
gather data on criminal justice reform laws from newspaper articles and political thinktank 
reports.  My findings show that while incarceration in the current era exemplifies characteristics 
of mass incarceration through the dehumanizing rhetoric and racially disproportionate impact 
seen in immigrant detention centers and e-carceration, there has been a shift to invisible 
incarceration. Invisible incarceration is a multi-faceted concept that shows while there has been 
an increase in immigrant detention and parole populations, these alternative forms of 
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incarceration are statistically, geographically, and socially hidden. Therefore, instead of 
beginning to end mass incarceration, the United States has shifted forms of incarceration to allow 























The United States has 2.2 million people in prison—this is the highest number of 
incarcerated people of any nation in the world (Gramlich 2018). In 1970 the prison population 
was 196,441 people (Department of Justice 1986) and by 2008 was 2.3 million, but has been 
declining since (Gramlich 2018). Sociologists describe the size of the United States’ prison 
population drastic growth as mass incarceration.  Mass incarceration has two defining 
characteristics: “a rate of imprisonment that is markedly above the historical and comparative 
norm for societies of this type” and “systematic imprisonment of whole groups of the 
population” (Western 2007:28-29). Mass incarceration is racialized as it disproportionately 
targets Black and Brown individuals as seen in the factors that resulted in mass incarceration. 
Sociologists consider the post-1980s war on drugs, law and order rhetoric, changes in sentencing, 
and the prison industrial complex to be the primary catalysts for mass incarceration since 
increasing crime rates in the 1970s only account for a modest portion of the increase in 
incarceration1 (Stoll 2013; Beck and Blumstein 2016; Fitzgerald 2020). My research on the 
period defined as mass incarceration resulted in my curiosity about the concept of social control. 
I began to wonder if today the United States continues to be plagued with social control through 
mass incarceration, despite 2008 being described as the beginning of the end of mass 
incarceration. Hence, this thesis investigates trends and characteristics in incarceration in the 
United States since 2008. 
Research on mass incarceration is important because it is one of our primary social 
institutions where racism explicitly manifests: the criminal justice system. Institutional racism is 
 
1 Estimates vary on exact percentage of the increase in incarceration can be explained by the increasing crime 
rates in late 1970s. These differences are a result of the specific model used for estimation. However, the most 
generous estimates put the number at about 50%, which means that we still have half of incarceration rates 
unexplained by crime.  
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the most prevalent form of racism in the United States. Institutional racism is “the business 
practices and policies that disadvantage minorities and offer advantages to dominant-group 
members.” (Fitzgerald 2020:14).  The only way we as a society are going to be able to overcome 
it is through an investigation into racist institutions, like the criminal justice system. Also, mass 
incarceration is characterized by locking up large populations of racial minorities as seen by 
Blacks being admitted to prison at rates of twenty to fifty times greater than whites (Alexander 
2020)., Finding out the United States is currently engaging in this action will show that our 
criminal justice system has and always will be unfair unless it undergoes major reforms.  
Mass incarceration becomes racialized beginning with the war on drugs. New punitive 
drug laws under this period targeted Black offenders. An example of this is The Anti-Drug 
Abuse Act of 1986, which established that the federal sentence for crack cocaine was one 
hundred times greater than the federal sentence for powder cocaine. The disparities in sentencing 
for these drugs are evident as in 2006 the incarceration rate for black men is 7.6 times higher 
than for white men (Alexander 2020). Crack offenders were overwhelmingly black compared to 
powder cocaine users (Davis 2011). However, mass incarceration and its racialization does not 
stop with the war on drugs. Mass incarceration continues with the establishment of “three 
strikes” laws, which required a third felony conviction to be punished by a lifetime prison 
sentence, the elimination of parole, and the creation of the prison industrial complex (Fitzgerald 
2020).  
The first research question I ask in this thesis is: To what extent is the key characteristic 
of mass incarceration, unprecedented numbers of people of color ensnared in the criminal justice 
system, still present in incarceration today? The investigation into this research question will 
consist of an overview of incarceration trends from 2008 to 2020, including scholarly articles 
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about this period and prison population data from the U.S. Department of Justice. This leads to 
my second research question: Have criminal justice reforms contributed to a decrease in criminal 
justice detentions, specifically the racialized nature of the people held within the criminal justice 
system? An analysis of data on e-carceration, immigrant detention centers, and criminal justice 
reform laws across the United States, will be used to address this second question. 
I have developed two potential outcomes for my research project. Firstly, I expect my 
research to show that the current era is particularly characterized by immigrant detention centers 
and e-carceration, which are framed as criminal justice reforms. Thus, the current era is still 
exhibiting characteristics of social control as seen in mass incarceration, such as racial 
disparities, and extraordinarily large populations targeted because of their race. This is the case 
although crime rates have been declining since the 1990s and incarceration rates have been 
declining since 2008 (Gramlich 2018,2019). Secondly, I expect my research to show that despite 
the presence of criminal justice reform, mass incarceration as a method of social control 
continues in the United States.  
 The research method that will be used in this thesis is a historical-comparative approach 
and descriptive analysis of secondary data. I use data from the Department of Justice to explore 
how both federal and state prison populations have changed over time, as prison population size 
is one of the characteristics that define mass incarceration (Alexander 2020). Based on the 
previously mentioned definition of mass incarceration, looking at prison population data will 
allow me to investigate a potential ongoing “prison boom” after 2008.  Beyond prison 
populations, I will look at two modern-day forms of incarceration that have supplemented the 
archetypal prison sentence: immigrant detention centers and e-carceration, which is using 
electronic monitoring devices to track criminals on parole rather than putting them in a jail cell 
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(Alexander 2020). Immigrant detention centers and e-carceration are two relatively new forms of 
incarceration in the United States, and I think they will identify trends and potential 
transformations in mass incarceration in the current era. Also, data from the Department of 
Homeland Security’s Yearbooks on Immigration Statistics and the Department of Justice on 
community supervision’s Probation and Parole Bulletin will be able to show that social control 
remains, only in a slightly different form that utilizes not only prisons but also e-carceration and 
immigrant detention centers. Then I will analyze California and Georgia to see if they have 
implemented criminal justice reform and whether or not it has reduced the characteristics of 
social control seen through mass incarceration. 
 My research reveals that currently the characteristics of social control exemplified in 
mass incarceration are seen today in immigrant detention centers and parole. An individual 
experiencing e-carceration would be on parole, but unfortunately, the current data does not 
specify how many individuals on parole are also e-carcerated by being forced to wear an ankle 
bracelet. Therefore, I had to shift my language to reflect the current data, and so, I analyzed 
parole rather than just e-carceration.  
Undocumented migrants experience similar dehumanizing language as Blacks did during 
mass incarceration. Also, Black and Brown people are disproportionately incarcerated using 
parole and immigrant detention centers compared to whites, which is also what was present 
during mass incarceration. Beyond retaining the characteristics of mass incarceration, immigrant 
detention centers and parole have developed into what I refer to as invisible forms of 
incarceration as they are not acknowledged in the standard discussion of incarceration and are 
hidden geographically and socially.  
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Currently, national criminal justice reform does not fully target the impacts of mass 
incarceration or invisible incarceration. Mass incarceration has historically been seen at the state 
level as 90 percent of prison growth was in state prisons and most policy reforms were conducted 
at the state level (Raphael and Stoll 2013). On a state level, California and Georgia have begun 
to reduce their prison population size for standard incarceration, but have not done so for 
invisible incarceration. California has also recently started to address racial disparities in 
incarceration through criminal justice reform. However, if the United States wants to fully 
conquer mass incarceration, it will need both the visible and invisible forms of social control in 
the criminal justice  
This thesis is organized as follows. First, I will investigate the literature on prisons as a 
form of social control, mass incarceration, the supposed beginning to the post-mass incarceration 
era, and criminal justice reform. I will then move onto a description of my research method 
followed by an analysis and thematic findings, including the rise in invisible incarceration 
Lastly, I will close with a discussion of the implications of my findings for future trends in 











Trends in Mass Incarceration  
Michel Foucault’s (1979) Discipline and Punish theorizes the purpose of prisons and 
asserts that disciplinary power has three different elements. Disciplinary power focuses on how 
inequality and oppressions are reproduced in society (Marsden 2001). These elements are 
hierarchical observation, normalizing judgment, and examination. Bentham’s Panopticon is a 
construction design created by Jeremy Bentham in the 18th century where a person could see 
everything in the building from one central location (Miller and Miller 1987).  According to 
Foucault, Bentham’s Panopticon displays disciplinary power the best, as this building distinctly 
shows how individuals are supervised and controlled. Foucault goes on to argue that prisons 
were developed from the panopticon as their main purpose is to deprive individuals of their 
freedom and reform their deviant ways (Foucault 1979). Prisons are a form of social control. 
Social control refers to the tactics a society utilizes to force individuals to conform to norms. 
This mechanism of social control was exorbitantly implemented in the United States from the 
1970s to 2008 as the prison population rose from 196,441 prisoners to 2.3 million prisoners 
(Department of Justice 1986; Gramlich 2018). This dramatic increase in incarceration is known 
in U.S. history as mass incarceration or mass imprisonment. Mass imprisonment is first defined 
by David Garland in 2001. Mass imprisonment has two defining characteristics: “a rate of 
imprisonment that is markedly above the historical and comparative norm for societies of this 
type” and “systematic imprisonment of whole groups of the population” (Western 2007:28-29).   
Incarceration rates began to rise dramatically in the United States during the mid-1970s. 
Four different factors created this growth in incarceration rates: law and order political rhetoric, 
the prison industrial complex, the war on drugs, and changes in sentencing (Fitzgerald 2020). 
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Barry Goldwater is credited with being the first political candidate to introduce law and order 
rhetoric into his presidential campaign in 1964. In his acceptance speech for the Republican 
presidential nomination, he discussed how the United States had a “growing menace in our 
country…to personal safety, to life, to limb, and property” (Western 2007:59). During this time, 
less than four percent of Americans felt as if crime was one of the most important problems in 
the United States, but that did not stop Goldwater from making this one of the foundational 
points of his campaign. He would lose the election to Lyndon B. Johnson, but by then the 
Republican party had embraced into its platform a connection between street crime, civil rights, 
and whites’ growing uncertainty about racially motivated civil disobedience in the country 
(Western 2007). Law and order rhetoric tapped into and activated racist sentiments among 
southern whites and northern white working-class voters that began turning away from the 
Democratic Party during the 1970s. Republican presidential candidates would continue to use 
law and order rhetoric in their campaigns for the next forty years. President Richard Nixon 
discussed how crime was a threat to cities, homes, and lives in his 1970 State of the Union 
address. In 1982, President Ronald Reagan would start the war on drugs (Western 2007). When 
running for president in 1988, President George H.W. Bush announced his support of the death 
penalty and claimed that Michael Dukakis, the Democratic presidential nominee, was soft on 
crime (Alexander 2020). Law and order rhetoric has continued to be used by the Republican 
party in the current era. President Donald Trump used law and order rhetoric in his 2016 and 
2020 presidential campaigns as he frequently discussed the need to crack down on inner-city 
crime and how illegal immigrants were gang members and rapists that were wreaking havoc on 
the United States (Rascoe 2020).  
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Eventually, law and order rhetoric would bleed into the Democratic party platform as 
President Bill Clinton successfully signed the 1994 Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement 
Act (Western 2007). This 1994 crime bill established a dozen new federal capital crimes, 
mandated life sentences for those who had committed three felonies, increased the number of 
state prisons, and expanded state and local police forces with a $16 million grant (Alexander 
2020). Law and order rhetoric succeeding in making the American people believe that the United 
States had a major crime problem that was not being addressed, which resulted in support for 
more punitive policies. This law and order political rhetoric spurred an increase in public 
punitiveness from 1965 to 1995. Public punitiveness is how the public feels regarding the 
infliction of punishment onto criminals.  In 1965, public punitiveness was around 50 percent, but 
rises to slightly above 70 percent by 1995 and then starts to decline after that (Enns 2016). This 
increase in public punitiveness would result in harsher laws targeting crime as seen in the war on 
drugs.   
While utilizing law and order rhetoric, politicians from the 1980s to the 1990s also 
incorporated racialized political rhetoric that labeled African Americans as criminals. During his 
1980s presidential campaign, President Ronald Reagan frequently used racial coding as he 
referred to African Americans as “welfare queens” and criminal “predators” (Alexander 
2020:61). According to President Reagan, a “welfare queen” was a black mother, who was able 
to con the government for welfare money while doing nothing to provide for her children 
(Alexander 2020:62). These efforts to portray African Americans as a threat to the United States 
continued as President Reagan waged a war on drugs. In 1985, the Reagan Administration used 
the media to make drugs a national issue. The media began to feature stories of black “crack 
whores”, “crack babies” and “gangbangers” (Alexander 2020:66). These new terms used by the 
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media further supported the racial stereotypes of black women as lazy and irresponsible and 
black men as criminals.  
President George H.W. Bush would utilize these racial stereotypes in his presidential 
campaign in 1988. The Bush campaign ran a political ad about Willie Horton, an African 
American man who had been convicted of murder. President Bush’s opponent, Michael Dukakis, 
had signed legislation that would allow work furloughs for prisoners, which included Horton. 
While on furlough, Horton raped and killed a white woman, which is what the political ad 
focused on. President Bush was claiming the Michael Dukakis was soft on crime and was using a 
black man as an example of a criminal in the process (Alexander 2020).  
In the 1990s, a new racialized term arose for African American juveniles: super-predator. 
A super-predator was a youth who was impulsive, lacked morals, and was engaging in heinous 
criminal activity, including rape, murder, gang warfare, drug dealing, etc. (Callaghan et al. 
2005). Thus, the term “super-predator” was applied to African American youth through media 
descriptions of young black criminals.  Overall, the law and order rhetoric coupled with racial 
politics from the 1970s to the late 1990s convinced Americans that not only did the U.S. have a 
crime problem, but the U.S. had a black crime problem.  
 In October 1982, President Ronald Reagan and his administration proclaimed that they 
would be waging a war on drug use in the United States, even though at this time less than two 
percent of Americans felt that drugs were the most important issue facing the nation at the time 
(Alexander 2020). Between 1981 and 1991 funding for drug enforcement agencies skyrocketed. 
The Department of Defense's antidrug allocations increased from $33 million to $1,042 million. 
DEA anti-drug spending enlarged from $86 million to $1,026 million. FBI anti-drug spending 
swelled from $38 million to $181 million (Alexander 2020).  While spending was increasing for 
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anti-drug agencies, crack cocaine was identified in many low-income minority neighborhoods. 
The Reagan administration would use this new drug to garnish more support for the war on 
drugs, even though Whites had been abusing powder cocaine before crack cocaine even existed. 
In 1986, the Anti-Drug Abuse Act was passed, which established mandatory minimum sentences 
for the distribution of cocaine in federal courts (Alexander 2020). However, the punishment for 
crack cocaine was more severe than the punishment for powder cocaine, specifically, the federal 
sentence for crack cocaine was around one hundred times greater than the federal sentence for 
powder cocaine. Crack offenders were overwhelmingly Black compared to powder cocaine users 
(Davis 2011). The implementation of punitive laws would not stop in 1986. A new Anti-Drug 
Abuse Act was passed in 1988 and this law included “civil penalties” for individuals convicted 
of a drug crime (Alexander 2020: 68). These civil penalties included that a public housing tenant 
could be evicted for drug-related criminal activity, convicted drug offenders could no longer 
receive federal benefits, such as welfare or student loans, expansion of using the death penalty in 
drug-related offenses, and a new mandatory minimum of five years for possession of cocaine 
(Alexander 2020). Overall, not only did these laws result in extreme forms of punishment for 
drug users, but they also disproportionately target African Americans. Drug arrests tripled since 
the 1980s resulting in approximately half a million people being in jail for drug crimes in 2010 
compared to around 41,000 in 1980. Overall, there have been 31 million people arrested for drug 
crimes since 1980 (Alexander 2020). The targeting of Blacks is exemplified by data, as in some 
states, Blacks are admitted to prison on drug charges at rates of twenty to fifty times greater than 
whites. In major U.S. cities, at most 80 percent of young African American men have drug 
convictions on their records (Alexander 2020). Overall, the war on drugs resulted in extremely 
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punitive laws that heavily altered previous sentencing standards for drug crimes and racialized 
criminals.   
 The last factor resulting in mass incarceration in the United States is the prison industrial 
complex. The prison industrial complex is a term that refers to the relationship between 
politicians, government, and private industry and the motivations that arise from continuing to 
increase spending on the prison industry, even if crime rates are falling (Schlosser 1998).  States 
and the federal government began to embrace prison privatization, which is when their 
correctional systems are run by private businesses rather than by the states or the federal 
governments (McShane 2008). The increase in prison privatization leads to these corporations, 
such as the Corrections Corporation of America, now known as CoreCivic, and GEO Group, 
lobbying for the war on drugs to continue and other harsh sentences as they only make money 
when there are prisoners in their prisons (Harr 1999).  
 The beginning of the end of mass incarceration can be marked by the slight decline in 
incarceration rates in the United States that started in 2008. The prison population in the United 
States peaked in 2008 with 2.3 million people incarcerated. However, by 2016 this number had 
declined by 100,000 prisoners to 2.2 million (Gramlich 2018). These decreases in the prison 
populations show an overall decrease in incarceration rates from 10 percent to 8.6 percent of 
every 100,000 adults in the U.S. (Gramlich 2018). One explanation for this decline in the prison 
population since 2008, is the decrease in violent crime rates and property crime rates.  Between 
1993 and 2018, the violent crime rate in the United States fell 51 percent according to FBI data 
(Gramlich 2019). Property crime fell by 54 percent during this period as well. However, there 
was an uptick in violent and property crimes between 2004 and 2006 (Gramlich 2019). This 
coupled with what the incarceration rate measures could explain why a significant decrease in 
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the prison population does not begin to occur until 2008.  The incarceration rate includes 
everybody incarcerated, not just newly admitted prisoners. Therefore, the crime rate has to 
decrease for multiple years before there is a significant effect on the total prison population.
 While incarceration rates have declined since 2008, it is not immediately clear whether 
social control has declined in the U.S. The decline of incarceration rates in the United States 
coincides with the increased use of supplemental forms of incarceration. One of these 
supplemental forms is “E-carceration”, which uses electronic monitoring to control criminals 
rather than placing them in a physical jail to decrease the cost of incarceration. Electronic 
monitoring is defined as “technology [that] must be understood as nothing more or less than a 
form of remote surveilling control, a means of flexibly regulating the spatial and temporal 
schedules of an offender’s life” (Nellis et al. 2013:4-5). Electronic monitoring typically involves 
the use of an ankle bracelet paired with a GPS to monitor the location of the offender at all times. 
There has been a significant increase in the number of electronic monitoring devices in use from 
2005 to 2015. In 2005, 53,000 offenders being supervised by electronic monitoring devices. By 
2015, this number has increased to 125,000, which is approximately a 140 percent increase in 
just ten years (PEW Charitable Trust 2016). This stark increase in reliance on electronic 
monitoring devices shows that incarceration in the United States is merely transforming rather 
than ending.  
The second alternative form of incarceration is immigrant detention centers. CoreCivic 
and the GEO Group are two of the largest private prison corporations in the United States. These 
private prison corporations target a new population, immigrants, many of whom are not 
criminals, as a new revenue source (Alexander 2020). Private prison corporations are motivated 
by profits to make this transition as the number of immigrants being detained in the United States 
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is increasing while the prison population is decreasing. In 2013, the number of U.S.-Mexico 
border apprehensions by the Immigration and Customs Enforcement Agency (ICE) was 
approximately 400,000. However, by 2019, ICE had apprehended 851,508 undocumented 
migrants at the U.S-Mexico border, which is the highest number of apprehensions in twelve 
years (Gramlich 2020). Also, the number of arrests by ICE rose from 2016 to 2019 by 
approximately 33,000 (Gramlich 2020). These increases in ICE arrests and detentions are a result 
of political policies implemented by President George W. Bush’s administration and continued 
with President Barack Obama and President Donald Trump’s administrations as well. Examples 
of these policies include Operation Streamline, which was implemented by the Bush 
administration. Operation Streamline explicitly established that it was a federal crime to come 
into the United States illegally (National Immigration Forum 2020).  These policies continued 
into the Obama administration as even though President Obama claimed to only be deporting 
immigrants convicted of crimes, 60 percent of the deportations during his administration were 
immigrants that had no criminal record (Young 2017). President Trump has also implemented 
stringent immigration plans such as the Border Security and Immigration Enforcement 
Improvements executive order. This executive order specifically focuses on the idea that illegal 
immigrants are a threat to the national security of Americans. President Trump authorizes the use 
of any lawful actions to secure the southern border of the United States and return illegal 
immigrants to their home countries. The actions recommended by President Trump include the 
building of a wall on the border of the Southern United States and increasing the usage of border 
patrol (Fredrick 2017). Another example of these policies includes the Enhancing Public Safety 
in the Interior of the United States, which focuses on the enforcement of federal immigration 
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laws and increased usage of detention centers by increasing the number of immigration officers 
(Frederick 2017).   
As the number of detainees rose due to various presidential administration’s more 
stringent policies, CoreCivic and the GEO Group realized that there was money to be made in 
detaining illegal immigrants. For example, the state Department of Public Safety paid sheriffs 
$24 a day to house a state inmate, but ICE was willing to pay $74.35 per detainee per day 
(Alvarado et al. 2019). These private prison corporations could be making three times more 
money for detaining immigrants rather than housing criminals. Therefore, the GEO Group and 
CoreCivic began to shift towards immigrant detention starting around the early 2000s. This 
change resulted in significant revenue increases for these companies. By 2019, CoreCivic made 
$1.97 billion quarterly from ICE detainees only and GEO Group made $2.45 billion quarterly on 
the same population (Alvarado et al. 2019).  Overall, even though incarceration rates are 
decreasing in the United States there are increases in usage of alternative incarceration methods, 
such as “e-carceration” and immigrant detention centers.   
Mass Incarceration and Criminal Justice Reform 
Understanding the effects of mass incarceration in the United States has resulted in a 
movement for prison reform. The prison reform movement focuses on reducing the number of 
incarcerated people in the United States. Clear and Austin (2009) describe a variety of prison 
reforms that are designed to reduce mass incarceration and evaluate their likely effectiveness. 
First, are rehabilitation programs, which focus on transforming criminals into contributing 
members of society, and their impact on mass incarceration. The implementation of 
rehabilitation programs could decrease parole violations by 60,000, which would just result in 
prison admissions being down from 700,000 a year to 640,000 a year. This decrease of 60,000 
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prisoners is not substantial enough to decrease the incarceration rate significantly (Clear and 
Austin 2009). Next, they look at two other proposed prison reforms: alternatives to incarceration 
and reentry programs. Alternatives to incarceration would not be successful at reducing mass 
incarceration because they are not used for serious crimes and many program participants are 
unsuccessful at abiding by the strict program rules. Also, reentry programs are seen as ineffective 
because they focus on people who have already gone to prison rather than reducing the number 
of prisoners, to begin with (Clear and Austin 2009).  Overall, Clear and Austin's (2009) reason 
that the only successful reform for reducing mass incarceration is sentencing reform. Sentencing 
reform consists of eliminating mandatory minimum prison sentencing, technical revocations of 
parole and probation, and decreasing the length of incarceration. These three components of 
sentencing reform would reduce the incarceration rate per 100,000 citizens from 463 to 241 
(Clear and Austin 2009). This is a 48 percent reduction in the number of people incarcerated in 
the United States.  
Criminal justice reform was ushered in at the federal level through the First Steps Act, 
signed by former president Donald Trump in 2018 (Martinez 2018). The two main areas of 
reform in the First Steps Act are sentencing and the physical distance an incarcerated individual 
was from their family while serving their sentence. This act altered sentencing by allowing a 
federal judge’s discretion to decide the sentencing length rather than abiding by mandatory 
minimum sentencing laws. It also amended the “three strikes” law by making the third felony 
conviction result in twenty-five years in prison instead of life in prison. The First Steps Act 
furthermore allowed for the amount of time to be removed from an individual’s sentence for 
good behavior to be increased (Martinez 2018). Regarding distance from family, this act made it 
so that way every federal prisoner was incarcerated within 500 miles from their families with the 
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hope that this would decrease the burdens on families when trying to see their loved ones 
(Martinez 2018). Overall, the First Steps Act has started to implement necessary components of 
criminal justice reform, including sentencing reform which is cited by Clear and Austin (2009) 
as being the most effective form of reform. However, the First Steps Act is only applicable to the 
federal prison system, which has only a small fraction of incarcerated individuals in the United 
States. Most of the prison population in the United States is incarcerated in state prisons rather 



















The research method for this honors thesis is a historical-comparative analysis of 
secondary data sources, followed by a description of emergent themes. A historical-comparative 
analysis combines the investigation of social processes and structures over time to establish 
general patterns and how these social processes and structures can vary across geographical 
regions (American Sociological Association 2020; Skocpol 1995; Sternheimer 2015; Weber 
2002).  The historical component of this research investigates the extent of incarceration today, 
whether or not it remains racialized, and whether mass imprisonment in the U.S. has changed 
since the beginning of the end of mass incarceration in 2008. The year 2008 can be considered 
the beginning of the end of mass incarceration as this is when the size of the prison population 
began to decline from 2.3 million prisoners to 2.2 million by 2016 (Gramlich 2018).  
The comparative aspect of my research will allow exploration into the different criminal 
justice reform policies that states have implemented and whether or not they were successful at 
ending mass incarceration. I will look at two states: California and Georgia, selected based on a 
diverse case selection method. This methodological approach advocates for not utilizing random 
sampling because of the small sample size and focuses on diversity being achieved through the 
different categorical variables that these states possess (Seawright and Gerring 2008). The 
categorical variables I chose to emphasize as significant to this research are a state’s historical 
political affiliation in national elections and their history of immigration. Typically, the 
Republican Party advocates for criminal justice reform on the basis that mass incarceration is not 
a fiscally conservative solution to the problem. While the Democratic Party goes beyond a 
monetary cost and focuses on the overall social costs of mass incarceration, such as the racial 
disparities in the criminal justice system (Takei 2017).  Including the state of California in my 
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sample allows me to evaluate the response of more politically liberal states to the crisis of mass 
incarceration. California is viewed as a politically liberal state, as evidenced by their electoral 
votes being cast for a Democratic president in the last four presidential elections (“270 to win” 
n.d.). Thus, one might perceive California to be more likely to advocate for criminal justice 
reform that extends beyond reducing the cost of imprisonment. My other state, Georgia, is 
viewed as a politically conservative state, which is supported by their electoral votes being cast 
for a Republican president in the 2004 through 2016 elections. Georgia did surprisingly cast their 
electoral votes for a Democratic president in 2020, but until this point had fit the historical trend 
of voting for a Republican president (“270 to win”, n.d.). Therefore, Georgia might be less likely 
to see a need for criminal justice reform beyond reducing the high monetary cost of 
incarceration.  
Also, California has historically been a popular immigration destination, while Georgia is 
considered a new destination for immigrants (Zúñiga and Hernández-León 2005; Terrazas 2011).  
New immigrant destinations began to be defined in the United States in the 1990s. They are 
characterized by immigrants, mostly from Latin American countries, settling in urban, suburban, 
and rural areas that are “socially and spatially” separated from established immigrant 
destinations such as New York and Los Angeles (Winder 2014: S150). I expect that there will be 
differences amongst these states and their immigration policies based on their history as an 
immigrant destination. Since California is an established immigrant gateway, I think they will be 
more welcoming to immigrants compared to Georgia, which will be reflected in their criminal 
justice reform focusing on immigrant detention centers as well as prisons.  
I then describe and analyze state-level criminal justice reform policies to discern which of 
these two states, if any, have implemented criminal justice reforms. For those that have, I will 
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seek to evaluate the success of the reforms. I am measuring the effectiveness of a policy based on 
its ability to decrease prison population size, the extent to which innovative policies were part of 
the reform, and if there is evidence that these reforms have decreased the racially 
disproportionate impact of incarceration. Overall, I expect that this descriptive analysis will 
reveal that states that are more politically progressive will have implemented efficacious criminal 
justice reform that begins to dismantle mass incarceration in their respective state. 
A historical-comparative analysis will allow me to investigate incarceration rates after the 
potential beginning of the end of mass incarceration in 2008 throughout the United States overall 
as well as the two states I have chosen. I will be able to look at current forms of incarceration as 
well as alternatives, such as e-carceration and immigrant detention centers, to see how they 
compare to patterns characteristic of the era of mass incarceration. This comparison to mass 
incarceration will include not only looking at the number and racial/ethnic composition of 
individuals incarcerated using these alternative forms, but also the political, social, and economic 
factors that motivated the transformation in incarceration and the development of a criminal 
justice reform movement. The data on the political, social, and economic factors come from 
scholarly sources that specifically focus on these types of changes in the United States as well as 
newspaper articles that report on these changes. The online newspapers and magazines I gather 
data from include the New York Times and Washington Post. Within these online newspapers 
and magazines, I will be looking for reports on newly passed legislation that is framed as 
criminal justice reforms. I then look at the results of the criminal justice reforms in terms of 
policy implications and their potential effectiveness across the United States. A historical-
comparative analysis allows me to conduct the in-depth and geographically extensive research 
needed to answer my research questions, which other research methods would fail to do.  
 24 
The secondary data sources used will include data from the Department of Homeland 
Security’s Yearbooks on Immigration Statistics. These Yearbooks include information on 
immigration enforcement actions at both the state and national level and show the number and 
composition of immigrants detained in immigrant detention centers from 2008 to 2019. Another 
data set utilized is data from the Department of Justice on community supervision, which is 
published in a yearly Probation and Parole Bulletin. These sources display e-carceration trends 
from 2008 to 2019 at both the state and national levels.  
Lastly, an investigation into criminal justice reforms implemented across the country is 
conducted to evaluate their success at ending mass imprisonment. First, I look into popular 
online newspapers, such as the New York Times, the Los Angeles Times, and the Washington 
Post, to explore the coverage of any major criminal justice reforms in each of the previously 
defined states. Then, I focus on think tanks, like Brookings or RAND, databases of state policies, 
such as the National Conference of State Legislatures, Criminal Justice Reform non-profits, like 
the Georgia Justice Project, and scholarly articles to find more information about these criminal 
justice reforms and their impacts in the state. Examples of these policies include California’s 
Assembly Bill 109, which is responsible for correctional realignment that focuses on local forms 
of incarceration rather than state level (Loftstrom and Raphael 2016; Sundt, Salisbury, and 
Harmon 2016), and Georgia’s House Bill 349, which removed mandatory minimums for certain 
drug offenses and non-violent felonies (NCSL 2016).  
Secondary sources achieve the holistic approach that is necessary to investigate 
incarceration today. Mass incarceration is a complex period of U.S. history that consisted of a 
variety of components, such as racially disproportionate rates of incarceration, “law and order” 
political rhetoric, and changes in sentencing. Secondary sources allow all these factors to be 
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investigated. While gathering primary sources and analyzing these would only be feasible for 
one or even one part of the components of mass incarceration because of their political, social, 
and cultural intricacies. These secondary data sources provide insight into the social, economic, 
and political factors that have resulted in two forms of alternative incarceration in our nation, e-





















 My findings are organized into five sections. I begin by addressing two themes that are 
constant across the period of mass incarceration to the present: dehumanizing rhetoric and the 
racially disproportionate impact. I then apply my argument to incarceration trends in two states 
with very different political and social histories: California and Georgia. Then I move on to my 
second research question focusing on criminal justice reform in these states and whether or not 




Key characteristics of mass incarceration are still present today when looking at the 
rhetoric used and the racially disproportionate impact of incarceration. During the war on drugs, 
a major cause of mass incarceration in the United States, President Reagan started to use 
dehumanizing rhetoric when referring to Black men and women. He referred to Black women as 
“welfare queens” and Black men as criminal “predators” (Alexander 2020:61). This 
dehumanizing rhetoric would continue with the media in the 1990s as they began to refer to 
Black young men as “super-predators” (Callaghan et al. 2005). These historic tactics of 
dehumanization helped the American public believe that Black and Brown people deserved to be 
incarcerated.  
Using the terms “alien” and “criminal” to address undocumented migrants parallels the 
rhetoric used during mass incarceration against African Americans. “Aliens” is the term used to 
describe people who are in the United States illegally (U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
2013-2019). Referring to these people as “aliens” is a dehumanization tactic and frames these 
people as foreigners trying to invade our country rather than just individuals looking for a better 
life (Johnson 1996; Jaworsky 2013; Epps and Furman 2016). Using the term “alien” today is 
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synonymous with the historical actions during mass incarceration as this term makes it appear as 
if people who are in this country illegally are a threat and thus, they deserve to be incarcerated in 
immigrant detention centers.  
Besides being referred to as “aliens”, the United States government frequently frames 
undocumented migrants2 as being criminals (Landgrave and Nowrasteh 2017). However, Figure 
2 shows that this is an inaccurate representation of these people. Of the undocumented migrants 
deported consistently around two-thirds of them do not have a previous criminal conviction 
before being removed. While only one-third have a previous criminal conviction before being 
removed (U.S. Department of Homeland Security 2013-2019). Committing a criminal act is a 
common cause for deportation and therefore, these statistics may even be overestimating the 
number of undocumented migrants committing crimes in the United States. However, there has 
been research conducted comparing the crime rates of undocumented migrants, documented 
migrants, and U.S. citizens in Texas. Compared to undocumented migrants, U.S. citizens in 
Texas are twice more likely to be arrested for violent crime, two and a half times more likely to 
be arrested for drug crimes, and more than four times more likely to be arrested for property 
crimes (Light, He, and Robey 2020). Also, undocumented migrants have lower felony rates for 
violent, property, and drug crimes as well as traffic violations than documented immigrants 
(Light, He, and Robey 2020).  This research shows that undocumented migrants are less likely to 
be criminals compared to documented migrants and U.S. citizens.  
Overall, framing these immigrants as “criminals” increases the likelihood of the 
American public believing that they deserve to be incarcerated in immigrant detention centers to 
 
2 I chose to use undocumented migrants instead of “aliens” as I did not want to further perpetrate the usage of 
dehumanizing language in my work. However, official data on the charts and graphs will still use the term “aliens” 
to keep consistency with the data source. 
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maintain “law and order” and protect the United States. This fear tactic was present during mass 
incarceration as politicians focused on the need for “law and order” and portrayed African 
Americans as a threat to the American public (Callaghan et al. 2005; Western 2007; Alexander 
2020; Rascoe 2020).  This fear tactic has been seen recently as former President Donald Trump 
frequently utilized this “law and order” rhetoric throughout his presidential term from 2016 to 
2020 as he referred to undocumented migrants as “criminals” (Lee 2015; Colvin 2018; Haslett 
2019). This rhetoric fuels public acceptance of apprehensions of undocumented migrants, such as 
the increase of 600,000 undocumented migrants being detained in fiscal years 2018 and 2019 
combined (Figure 1). This increase in apprehensions, and the lack of outrage surrounding it, 
shows the effectiveness of “law and order” rhetoric in convincing the American public that a 
group of people is a threat to their safety and thus, deserves to be incarcerated just like Black 
Americans under mass incarceration.  
Racially/Ethnically Disproportionate Impact 
The racial disparities in incarceration rates during mass incarceration are undeniable. The 
war on drugs resulted in Blacks being sentenced to prison on drug charges at rates of twenty to 
fifty times greater than whites and 80 percent of young Black men having a drug conviction on 
their record (Alexander 2020). Today, racial and ethnic disparities are being seen in immigrant 
detention centers and through the usage of parole. Immigrant detention centers 
disproportionately house Hispanic immigrants, while parole disproportionately targets Blacks, 
specifically Black males.  
Amongst individuals being detained, ethnic minorities, especially men, in the United 
States are disproportionately targeted compared to whites as evidenced by the country that 
consistently has the highest number of apprehended undocumented migrants: Mexico (U.S. 
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Department of Homeland Security 2013-2019). From 2009 to 2013, 56 percent of unauthorized 
immigrants in the United States were from Mexico (Rosenblum and Soto 2015). The trend of 
removals disproportionately targeting Mexicans continued into the fiscal year 2016. In the fiscal 
year 2016, Mexicans consisted of three-fourths of the 340,000 people removed (U.S Department 
of Homeland Security 2017).  Behind Mexico, the countries that rank high for the largest number 
of apprehended undocumented migrants of color are Guatemala, Honduras, and El Salvador 
(U.S. Department of Homeland Security 2013-2019).  
Mexicans, Guatemalans, Hondurans, and El Salvadorians would fit into the ethnic 
category of Latinxs in the United States. Latinxs have become a racialized minority in the United 
States as their “social illegality” has portrayed them as a threat to White America. “Social 
illegality” is the idea that being defined as “illegal” is a social construction that is fueled by 
stereotypes and attached to certain bodies, specifically Latinx bodies (Flores and Schachter 
2018).  This has resulted in stricter immigration policies, which include racial profiling by police 
and increased border apprehensions (Vera Sanchez and Rosenbaum 2007; Massey 2014; 
Schachter and Flores 2018).  Even though Latinx individuals make up the largest immigrant 
group in the United States, being viewed as a racial minority, their immigration causes concern. 
Thus, they are disproportionately targeted in immigrant detention centers as they are viewed as 
“aliens” trying to invade the “white” United States. The United States disproportionately targeted 
racial minorities during mass incarceration and they are continuing to do this with immigrant 
detention centers.  
However, immigrant detention centers are not the only form of supplemental 
incarceration disproportionately targeting racial/ethnic minorities; community supervision is as 
well. William H. Frey (2020), a Brooking Metropolitan Policy Analyst, reported that using 2000 
 30 
US Census and Census population estimates, between 2000 and 2019 Blacks made up 12.1 
percent to 12.5 percent of the total U.S. population. From 2008 to 2018, Blacks were between 29 
to 31 percent of the U.S. adults on probation and were 37 to 40 percent of U.S. adults on parole 
(Glaze and Bonczar 2009; Glaze, Bonczar and Zhang 2010; Glaze and Bonczar 2011; Maruschak 
and Parks 2012; Maruschak and Bonczar 2013; Herberman and Bonczar 2014; Kaeble, 
Maurschak and Bonzcar 2015; Kaeble and Bonczar 2016; Kaeble 2018; Kaeble and Alper 2020). 
Comparing the percentage of Blacks on probation and parole to their percentage of the U.S. 
population, it is easily seen that they are consistently disproportionately represented in 
community supervision statistics. However, this is not a surprising conclusion as probation is 
used instead of incarceration and parole is a conditional release from prison where an individual 
is serving the remainder of their sentence under community supervision instead (Bureau Justice 
Statistics n.d.a). Parole and probation were framed as solutions to mass incarceration when 
public opinion shifted to advocating for a decrease in the incarceration rate (Phelps 2020). 
Judges can now choose to use an algorithm to decide which individuals will serve their sentence 
in jail and which will be on parole with an ankle bracelet tracking their movements (Alexander 
2020). Therefore, since Blacks are disproportionately arrested compared to whites (Alexander 
2020) and convicted, it is expected that they would be disproportionately represented in 
probation and parole. The disproportionate targeting of racial minorities has played such a large 
role in mass incarceration and has infiltrated alternative forms of incarceration that are framed as 
criminal justice reforms to overcome mass incarceration. 
When analyzing immigrant detention centers and parole as supplemental forms of 
incarceration in the United States, it becomes obvious that some characteristics of mass 
incarceration are bleeding into incarceration today. However, I believe there has been a 
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transformation in some aspects of incarceration since 2008 that do not coincide with mass 
incarceration. Incarceration during the period of mass incarceration was easily visible to the 
public eye, as people were being incarcerated in prisons across the country, the prison population 
soared, and new prisons were being built to accommodate these larger populations (Alexander 
2020). However, today while the prison population is decreasing in size, immigrant detention 
and parole populations are increasing. Therefore, with the patterns identified in this research, I 
argue that we are seeing a new multi-dimensional phenomenon, something I call invisible 
incarceration, which is further elaborated on in my discussion section. 
State Trends in Immigrant Detention and Community Supervision  
The number of undocumented migrants subjected to deportation is reported for the two 
major cities of San Francisco and San Diego, home to two of the three major cities in California 
that have Immigration and Customs Enforcement field offices and detention centers. Otay Mesa 
Detention Center is in San Diego and Yuba County Jail is in San Francisco. Both of these centers 
currently have detained immigrants (U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement, n.d.). From 
2008 to 2012, there was an increase in the number of undocumented migrants deported out of 
these cities. Between 2012 and 2014 there was a drastic decrease in the number of undocumented 
migrants being deported (Figure 4). From 2012 to 2014, the number of undocumented migrants 
that were being deported dropped by about 38,000 people. However, from 2014 to 2017 there 
has been a slight increase in the number of undocumented migrants being deported from these 
two cities (Figure 4). 
Overall, from 2008 to 2018 there has been a decrease in the number of adults under 
community supervision in California. This decrease is a result of the decrease in the number of 
adults on probation during the same period. However, there has been a slight increase in the 
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number of adults on parole from 2008 to 2018 (Figure 5). The Bureau of Justice Statistics 
Correctional Populations in the United States report starts to provide state-level data for the 
corrections population overall in 2013. While California’s correctional population has been 
declining from 2013 to 2018, the community supervision population is always larger than the 
incarcerated population (Figure 6). However, this is not necessarily a surprising result because 
parole and probation are used as alternatives to incarceration.  
In Georgia, the number of undocumented migrants subjected to deportation is reported 
for the major city of Atlanta. Atlanta is the city in Georgia associated with Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement field offices and detention centers, even though the field offices and 
detention centers are not located in Atlanta.  Detention and processing centers are located in 
Ocilla, Lovejoy, Lumpkin, and Folkstone, Georgia (U.S. Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement, n.d.). From 2008 to 2011, there was an increase in the number of undocumented 
migrants deported out of Atlanta. Between 2011 and 2016 there was a drastic decrease in the 
number of undocumented migrants being deported (Figure 7), dropping by about 17,800 people. 
However, from 2016 to 2018 there has been an increase in the number of undocumented 
migrants being deported in Atlanta (Figure 7). 
Overall, from 2008 to 2013 there has been an increase in the number of adults under 
community supervision in Georgia. However, the community supervision population in Georgia 
does begin to decline starting in 2013 and continues with this decline until 2018. The trend for 
the number of people on probation in Georgia follows the trend for the community supervision 
population overall, while the parole population has stayed relatively constant from 2008 to 2018 
(Figure 8). The Bureau of Justice Statistics Correctional Populations in the United States report 
starts to provide state-level data for the corrections population overall in 2013. While Georgia’s 
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correctional population has been declining from 2013 to 2018, the community supervision 
population is always larger than the incarcerated population (Figure 9). However, once again, 
this is not necessarily a surprising result because parole and probation are used as alternatives to 
incarceration.  
California and Georgia show similar trends over time for their immigrant detention center 
and community supervision populations. Both states started with a growth in the number of 
undocumented migrants deported followed by a decline. However, most recently both states have 
returned to having an increase in the number of undocumented migrants deported. In regards to 
community supervision, both states have had declines in their community supervision 
populations starting in 2013, but their community supervision population has consistently been 
larger than their incarcerated population. Since there is no data regarding the racial identity or 
criminal activity of the undocumented migrants and the people on community supervision, I can 
only discuss the general trends these states show rather than how these trends show the racialized 
characteristics of mass incarceration. Considering that the national data on immigrant detention 
centers and parolees consists of data from both federal and state detention centers and 
community supervision, it is reasonable to expect that the racialized characteristics of mass 
incarceration are present at the state level in California and Georgia. However, the current data 
does not support or refute this conclusion. 
Political Motivation for Criminal Justice Reform in Georgia and California 
Demands for criminal justice reform have arisen across the United States. California and 
Georgia have both responded to these demands by implementing criminal justice reforms. 
Even though California and Georgia both have been politically motivated to enact 
criminal justice reform, they both have different sources of this political motivation. California’s 
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movement for criminal justice reform has been politically motivated by the Brown v. Plata 
(2011) Supreme Court case. Brown v. Plata (2011) was a Supreme Court ruling that stated that 
California’s prison system was “cruel and unusual punishment” because it was at 181 percent of 
its intended capacity and violated the 1995 federal Prison Litigation Reform Act (Liptak 2011; 
Tetenberg 2011; Jackman 2016). The Supreme Court ordered that California decrease the 
overcrowding in their state prisons by decreasing the prison population size by 33,000 inmates in 
two years (Jackman 2011). Justice Anthony M. Kennedy wrote the majority opinion for Brown v. 
Plata (2011) and said that the current prison system in California was failing to provide prisoners 
with necessary care, such as treatment for physical and mental health conditions, and thus, the 
prison system was producing “needless suffering and death.” Justice Kennedy encouraged 
California to reduce its state prison population by not just releasing prisoners early but also 
having new prisons built, transfers out of state, and using county jails (Liptak 2011). This 
decision was fundamental in criminal justice reform in California because the Supreme Court 
was forcing California to address its inhumane prison conditions caused by overcrowding.  
Although Georgia was not instructed by the United States Supreme Court to enact 
criminal justice reform, they still experienced political motivation through their former governor, 
Nathan Deal. From 1990 to 2011, Georgia’s prison population more than doubled and the annual 
amount of money being spent on corrections was more than $1 billion (Pelletier, Peterson, and 
King 2017).  In 2011, Nathan Deal took office as a Republican Governor in Georgia. At this 
time, Georgia had the largest criminal supervision population in the United States with 1 in 13 
people either being in jail, on probation, or on parole. If the prison population continued at this 
rate, then Georgia would have to build two new prisons, costing $264 million. Deal did not 
believe that this cost was necessary for Georgia and thus, began to advocate for criminal justice 
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reform (Rankin 2019). He felt that, from an economic standpoint, criminal justice reform should 
be an issue that the Republican Party should lead on. Therefore, he was willing to step away 
from his party’s “law and order” ideology and advocate for criminal justice reform (Rankin 
2019). Criminal justice reform bills in Georgia correspond with Deal’s time as governor and this 
was reflected in the media’s positive portrayal of him as many popular news outlets reported on 
Deal being the force behind criminal justice reform in Georgia (Smith 2015; Totonchi and 
Dodson 2018; Watson 2020).   
While both California and Georgia were politically motivated to engage in criminal 
justice reform, the source of these political motivations for Georgia aligned with the political 
affiliation associated with the state. As previously discussed, California is viewed as a liberal 
state, and Georgia is viewed as a conservation state.  One might expect politically liberal 
individuals to advocate for criminal justice reform because of the moral questions surrounding 
mass incarceration. Yet, this is not what we are seeing in California. It is perhaps less surprising 
politically conservative individuals typically advocate for criminal justice reform because of the 
cost associated with incarceration. Governor Deal advocated for criminal justice reform in 
Georgia based on cost reduction, which is what would be expected of a Republic Governor in a 
conservative state. Therefore, Governor Deal and Georgia exemplify the conservative rationale 
for criminal justice reform.  
Criminal Justice Reforms in California and Georgia 
Two of the main characteristics of mass incarceration are the unprecedented rates of 
incarceration and the racially disproportionate impacts of incarceration. Currently, on a national 
level, there has been a slight decrease in incarceration rates. However, the racially 
disproportionate impact of incarceration has yet to be addressed and has expanded into 
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immigrant detention centers and community supervision. On a state level, criminal justice reform 
in California and Georgia have begun to successfully decrease incarceration rates, but the 
movement to address the racial disparities has only recently been addressed by California. 
Between 2009 and 2020, California and Georgia have collectively passed nineteen criminal 
justice reform bills. I have provided a short description of each of these bills and evaluated them 
based on their ability to decrease prison population size, whether or not they were innovative, 
and whether or not there was evidence that the reform has or will decrease the racial disparities 
in incarceration (Table 1 and Table 2). However, I chose to highlight only five bills due to the 
limits of my research. I chose bills based on scholars citing them as successful at reducing prison 
population size or their innovativeness when it came to racial disparities in incarceration.  
California’s Public Safety Realignment Bill and Proposition 46 are cited as being vital to 
making a change in California’s criminal justice system as they successfully reduced the state 
prison population size (Lofstrom and Raphael 2016; Sundt, Salisbury, and Harmon 2016; 
Lofstrom, Martin, and Raphael 2020; Raphael 2020). In 2011, California’s state legislature 
passed Assembly Bill 109, which is also known as California’s Public Safety Realignment Bill. 
California’s Public Safety Realignment Bill was one of the first major steps of criminal justice 
reform taken by the state legislature (Raphael 2020). This bill has three main components. First, 
it ended the practice of sending parole violators back to state prison. Second, it established a new 
set of non-sexual and non-violent crimes that are punishable with a county jail sentence rather 
than a state prison sentence. Last, it provided monetary incentives to local criminal justice 
systems to implement alternative sentences that did not include jail time (Lofstrom and Raphael 
2016). California’s legislature was responding to the Supreme Court’s decision in Brown v. Plata 
(2011) with the passage of this bill (Lofstrom and Raphael 2016).  
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Based on the three previously defined criteria for evaluating criminal justice reform, 
California’s Public Safety Realignment Bill was innovative and reduced the prison population 
size. This bill was innovative because California was one of the first states to engage in criminal 
justice reform due to the Supreme Court order and this bill was passed in the same year the 
Brown v. Plata (2011) case was decided upon. The reduction in the prison population size from 
the bill was significant. Within fifteen months of the passage of realignment, California’s prison 
population had decreased by 27,527 inmates. This was a 31 percent decrease in overcrowding as 
the capacity of California’s prison decreased from 181 percent to 150 percent (Sundt, Salisbury, 
and Harmon 2016).  
Proposition 47 was passed in 2014 and reduced drug possession from a felony to a 
misdemeanor (NCSL 2016). The passage of this bill was motivated by the requirement to 
decrease prison population size (NCSL 2016). Proposition 47 was not innovative as other states 
relaxed their drug sentencing before California did. For example, Delaware made possession or 
consumption of a controlled substance a class B misdemeanor in 2011 (NCSL 2016). Proposition 
47 was successful at decreasing incarceration rates. After the passage of Proposition 47, there 
was an immediate decline of 15 percent in total drug arrests and about a 20 percent decline in 
total property crimes (Lofstrom, Martin, and Raphael 2020). However, while there was a 
decrease in felony arrests, there was an increase in misdemeanor arrests, but these do not result 
in prison time (Lofstrom et al. 2020). Proposition 47 was only designed to reduce incarcerated 
rates, it also reduced the racial disparities in incarceration. This legislation was successful at 
reducing the racial disparities for felonies as there was a substantial decline in incarceration rates 
for African Americans, especially African American men. Felony drug arrests for African 
Americans declined by 24 percent compared to a 20 percent decline for whites. Felony drug 
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arrests for African American men specifically declined 62 percent when comparing pre-
proposition 47 rates to post-proposition 47 rates (Lofstrom, Martin, and Raphael 2020). 
California’s Public Safety Realignment Bill and Proposition 47 addressed mass 
incarceration by reducing the size of California’s incarcerated population. However, Georgia was 
also successful at reducing its prison population size through the implementation of House Bill 
1176. House Bill 1176 was passed in 2011 and focused on restructuring offense classifications 
and sentencing policies. For example, it created a graduated scale for drug convictions (Pelletier, 
Peterson, and King 2017). While these changes in sentencing were not an innovative policy and 
did not specifically target the racial disparities in incarceration, House Bill 1176 was successful 
at reducing the prison population size. After the introduction of the bill, prison commitments for 
the restructured crimes decreased by 13% and the average sentence length for drug possession 
declined by 23% (Pelletier, Peterson, and King 2017).  
Besides the unprecedented prison population size, mass incarceration is also 
characterized by racial disparities in incarceration rates. These racial disparities are additionally 
present in invisible incarceration today as Black and Brown people are disproportionately on 
parole and being detained. While Georgia has not started to implement policies to address these 
racial disparities, California has. In 2020, California’s legislature passed two bills that 
specifically targeted racial disparities in incarceration: Assembly Bill 3070 and The Racial 
Justice Act (Assembly Bill 2542). Assembly Bill 3070 requires attorneys to prove that their 
justification for striking a member of the jury is not related to the social identity of the juror. This 
bill even included a list of coded language that has historically been used to keep African 
Americans from being on juries, such as receiving state benefits and having a child out of 
marriage, and said that attorneys are no longer able to use this language when striking a juror 
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(Project Press 2020). The Racial Justice Act allows for defendants to challenge potential racial 
bias in their case (Project Press 2020). Both of these bills are innovative as no other states have 
required attorneys to show they are not striking a juror because of their race. Other states have 
passed Racial Justice Acts, such as North Carolina and Kentucky, but these have only focused on 
death penalty cases. Assembly Bill 3070 and The Racial Justice Act should reduce the racially 
disproportionate impacts of incarceration, but the effect of the prison population size has yet to 
be discovered because of the recent implementations of the bills. Specifically addressing racial 
bias should result in a decrease in the racially disproportionate impact of incarceration as 
defendants can now challenge their case on factors directly related to their race. Hopefully, this 
will result in a better understanding of how racism manifests in the criminal justice system and 
thus, motivate the eradication of this form of institutional racism. 
Overall, incarceration today is still displaying the dehumanizing rhetoric and racially 
disproportionate impacts that are consistent with mass incarceration. The First Steps Act is the 
first effort by the national government to reform the criminal justice system. However, this act 
does not reduce the prison population size or address the racial disparities in incarceration. When 
looking at a state level, California and Georgia have implemented nineteen criminal justice 
reforms together and have used these policies to successfully reduce their prison population size. 
Concerning racial disparities in incarceration, California has recently begun to address this, but 







My findings lead me to conclude that instead of the end of mass incarceration, we are 
witnessing a new phenomenon I call invisible incarceration. Invisible incarceration allows for 
states to not give up social control over deviant individuals that achieved under mass 
incarceration. With the rise of the criminal justice reform movement, California and Georgia 
have been politically motivated to enact criminal justice reforms. Besides political motivation, I 
think it can be argued that California has been motivated by socially progressive movements in 
recent decades, including most recently, The Black Lives Matter movement. Even though these 
states are engaging in criminal justice reform, these reforms have so far not only not ended mass 
incarceration, but they are contributing to invisible incarceration.   
Invisible Incarceration 
Some scholars argue that the decrease in incarceration rates that begin in 2008 was the 
beginning to the end of mass incarceration (Gramlich 2018). However, this idea neglects 
supplemental forms of incarceration leaving them invisible. These supplemental forms of 
incarceration are hidden in incarceration statistics, geography, and the social movement for 
criminal justice reform. 
The two areas of invisible incarceration that are increasing are immigrant detention 
centers and parole, a form of community supervision. Regarding immigrant detention centers, 
there has been a general downward trend in the number of undocumented migrants apprehended 
from 2008 to 2017 (Figure 1). However, there was an increase of 600,000 undocumented 
migrants apprehended in fiscal years 2018 and 2019 combined (U.S. Department of Homeland 
Security 2013-2019). This shows that while the United States might have been decreasing its 
usage of immigrant detention centers as a supplemental form of incarceration previously, the 
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United States is returning to it. When looking at community supervision, this has been declining 
in the United States from 2008 to 2018 (Figure 3). This decline is attributed to the 17 percent 
decrease in the probation population from 2008 to 2018. However, from 2008 to 2018 there has 
been a 6 percent increase in the parole population (Kaeble and Alper 2020). Since detained 
people and individuals on parole are not considered part of the incarcerated population, the 
increases in their populations get ignored when discussing mass incarceration. Ignoring these 
populations makes it appear as if the incarcerated population in the United States has declined 
since 2008 and thus the United States is working to end mass incarceration. However, this is not 
true. Rather than ending mass incarceration, the United States is hiding their incarcerated 
individuals in places that are that invisible when looking at incarceration statistics. 
Besides not being acknowledged in the conversation about mass incarceration, immigrant 
detention centers and individual on parole are being geographically hidden. Currently, 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) has eight detention centers that they directly 
operate. These detention centers are located in less commonly known and more isolated areas of 
the United States, such as Batavia, New York, and Florence, Arizona (Global Detention Project, 
n.d.). Beyond these ICE detention centers, undocumented migrants are also housed in local jails 
throughout the United States. 52% of these local jails are located in rural areas (Noguchi 2019). 
Placing immigrant detention centers in remote locations allows them to become invisible to the 
American public as very few people would come into contact with them.  
Individuals on parole also face invisibility. The social control of parolees tends to be 
invisible. Their lives are constrained by their felony conviction as it determines the jobs, 
housing, and federal support they can receive. If they are not wearing a physical marker of their 
parole, such as an ankle bracelet, no one would be able to tell that they are suffering under the 
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ongoing control of the criminal justice system. Therefore, they are suffering from invisible social 
control as key aspects of their lives are controlled by the criminal justice system, but this control 
is not outwardly visible to the public like it would be for an incarcerated individual.  
Criminal justice reform is not addressing immigrant detention centers and the lives of 
parolees. The First Steps Act is the major piece of criminal justice reform that has been passed at 
a national level. This act focuses on altering the length and location of a federal prison sentence 
(Martinez 2018). Failing to address detained undocumented migrants and parolees shows how 
these groups are invisible on the national level of criminal justice reform.  
This invisibility often extends into state-level criminal justice reform as well. California 
passed Assembly Bill 32 in 2019. This is the first and only bill in California’s efforts towards 
criminal justice reform to include immigrant detention centers in the definition of incarceration. 
This bill bans for-profit prisons in California and includes immigrant detention centers in the 
definition of for-profit prisons (Bonta 2019). California began to implement criminal justice 
reform in 2011. Therefore, it took nearly a decade for immigrant detention to be acknowledged 
as a form of incarceration and it has only been seen this way in one bill. California has passed 
criminal justice reform in 2020 and none of these bills address immigrant detention centers 
(Project Press 2020; NCSL N.d.). California shows how immigrant centers are a form of 
invisible incarceration when looking at the social movement for criminal justice reform. Besides 
California, Georgia also shows how immigrant detention centers are being ignored in the 
discussion surrounding criminal justice reform as none of their policies address undocumented 
migrants either (Anon 2016; NCSL 2016; NCSL 2017; Pelletier et al. 2017; Strickland et al. 
2018a; Strickland et al. 2018b; Bonta 2019).  
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Parolees are invisible on a state level in the criminal justice movement as well. Both 
California and Georgia have pieces of criminal justice reform legislation that address individuals 
on parole. However, a majority of these pieces of legislation focus on increasing the number of 
people on parole by using parole as an alternative to a prison sentence. Overall, the legislation 
fails to address the long-term impacts of having a felony conviction on one’s record such as the 
limited ability to have access to social programs, such as food stamps, and housing. Georgia 
passed Senate Bill 367 in 2016, which updated its First Offender Act by helping to address the 
impacts of a felony conviction such as job and state welfare support restrictions (Anon 2016). 
However, in total California and Georgia have passed nineteen criminal justice reform bills since 
2009, and Senate Bill 367 is the only bill that targets the negative impacts of a felony conviction. 
Failing to significantly address the real impacts of parole on an individual’s life shows that the 
criminal justice movement is hiding this aspect of incarceration from their effort.  
Immigrant detention centers and parole are being statistically, geographically, and 
socially hidden. Failure to acknowledge invisible incarceration makes it appear as if the United 
States is reducing its prison population significantly. However, this is not the case. Shifting 
incarceration forms does not address mass incarceration. Rather it deceives the American public 
into believing that the United States is working to end mass incarceration when it is not. The 
United States would need to target all forms of incarceration, including invisible incarceration if 
it truly wants to move past mass incarceration.  
The national data on immigrant detention centers and community supervision reveals that 
characteristics of mass incarceration are still present today. Alongside these characteristics, there 
has been a new phenomenon of invisible incarceration. Since the state-level data does not 
include the racial breakdown of people in detention or under community supervision, there is no 
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way to investigate how the characteristics of mass incarceration are manifesting at a state level. 
However, one can still look into general trends of community supervision and immigrant 
detention in California and Georgia and whether or not these states are using criminal justice 
reform to address mass and invisible incarceration.  
Satisfying States’ Need for Social Control: Invisible Incarceration  
Foucault (1979) states that the purpose of prison is to fully supervise and control the 
individuals inside. Foucault believed that prisons are intended to deprive individuals of their 
freedom and reform their deviance so they could be able-bodied workers and thus, prisons are a 
form of social control implemented by states. (Foucault 1979). States use prisons to force 
individuals to conform to society's norms and decrease deviance. Even though it can be argued 
that there has been decreased usage of prisons as seen through a decrease in the prison 
population since 2008 (Gramlich 2018) and the movement for criminal justice reform, the state 
has not relinquished its efforts at social control. Rather, my concept of invisible incarceration 
shows the continual implementation of social control through forms of incarceration that are 
statistically, geographically, and socially hidden, yet ongoing. The two main forms of invisible 
incarceration are immigrant detention centers and parole, which often manifests in the form of e-
carceration today. Using immigrant detention centers and parole allows for control over people 
who are viewed as deviant because of their immigration status or previous criminal activity. 
Detaining undocumented migrants allows the state complete control over their lives. Immigrant 
detention centers are seen as a way to address the problem of undocumented migrants- people 
who do not belong here. While in immigrant detention centers, undocumented migrants are 
forced to endure inhumane living conditions before being forcibly returned to their home 
country. Putting an individual on parole allows the state to control the potential housing, job, and 
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social programs the person can access. Currently, in the United States, some laws prevent 
individuals with a criminal record from having full access to these necessities. Therefore, the 
only way to fully eradicate the social control the state has through the criminal justice system 
would be to target invisible incarceration in policy reforms as well as standard incarceration 
methods, which is not currently being done at a state or federal level.  
Even though national and state-level criminal justice reforms have perpetuated social 
control and failed to end both mass incarceration and invisible incarceration, California has 
recently experienced a shift in its criminal justice reform policies. In late 2020, California began 
to engage in criminal justice reform that specifically targeted the racial disparities in 
incarceration, which manifests in both mass incarceration and invisible incarceration. I argue that 
this recent shift in criminal justice reforms is a result of the Black Lives Matter movement. 
Black Lives Matter Motivating Criminal Justice Reform in California 
Scholars have previously found links between social movements and policy 
implementation (Andrews 2001; Andrews and Edwards 2004; Johnson, Agnone and McCarthy 
2010; Harrison 2016). The main factors of a social movement that are predicted to result in their 
effectiveness at changing policy are “the amount and forms of mobilization and the various 
strategies movements may employ” (Amenta, Andrews, and Caren 2019:454). One form of 
mobilization that has been successful as a form of influence is protests that capture public 
attention (Piven and Cloward 1977; Santoro 2002, 2008; Luders 2010; Madestram et al. 2013). 
The public attention of these protests inspires politicians to act because they fear it sways public 
opinion (Amenta, Andrews, and Caren 2019). Besides mobilization efforts, having a political 
context that is open to engaging in change has made social movements successful at 
implementing policy (Kitschelet 1986; Kriesi et al. 1995).   
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The Black Lives Matter (BLM) movement rose to prominence in California during a time 
of political openness and engaged in large protests that captured the public attention just like 
previous social movements that resulted in policy change.  While BLM has been an active 
organization fighting for black people throughout the world since 2013 in response to the 
acquittal of George Zimmerman in the murder of Trayvon Martin, the movement exploded in 
California during the Summer of 2020 after the murder of George Floyd (Bennett 2020; 
Buchanan, Bui and Patel 2020). On June 6th, 2020 it is estimated that approximately 10,000 
people participated in a Black Lives Matter protest on the Golden Gate Bridge in San Francisco, 
California (Bennett 2020).  Protests like these would continue into the rest of the summer. Not 
only was the San Francisco protest large, but it was able to get continual public attention as 
multiple news outlets in California reported on the BLM protests for the rest of 2020 (Bik et al. 
2020; CBS SF BayArea 2020; Simmons 2020; Smith 2020). Engaging in a mobilization strategy 
that gains public attention has been successful for previous social movements when creating 
policy change as it makes politicians act and we are seeing BLM engage in this strategy as well.  
Besides engaging in protests as a form of mobilization, BLM exploded in California 
during a time of political openness for criminal justice reform. California had been ordered by 
the Supreme Court to engage in criminal justice reform in Brown v. Plata (2011) and therefore, 
had been implementing policies that reformed the criminal justice system since then. Already 
having a political basis for criminal justice reform allowed BLM to capitalize on a desire to 
reform the criminal justice system even more, specifically in reference to the racial bias of the 
institution. 
The criminal justice reform passed in late 2020 in California focused on addressing the 
racial disparities in the criminal justice system. It would be reasonable to expect based on 
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previous social movements' success that BLM helped to encourage policies designed to address 
the racial disparities in the criminal justice system by helping draw politician’s attention to the 
issue through their mobilization efforts during a time of political openness. However, since BLM 
is a relatively new movement in the United States, there is little to no research directly linking 
criminal justice reform to this movement yet, but I think that future research would establish a 
relationship between BLM and the shift in criminal justice reforms in California.  
 While the concept of invisible incarceration and the potential influence of Black Lives 
Matter on California’s criminal justice reform became apparent through my findings, I also 
realized topics that could benefit from future research. Overall, there should be more research on 
e-carceration as I discovered that this is a relatively new phenomenon with minimal data to 
support the rise in individuals being electronically monitored while undergoing community 
supervision. Another area for future research on this topic could be investigating the racial 
breakdown of detained undocumented immigrants and parolees on a state level as currently there 
is only data on this at the federal level This research would help to expose whether states are 
decreasing racial disparities in incarceration rates, thus helping to end mass incarceration, in 










 Mass incarceration did not begin to end in 2008. When analyzing immigrant detention 
centers, e-carceration, and parole since 2008, one can see similar characteristics of mass 
incarceration present in these alternative forms of incarceration. Dehumanizing rhetoric is used 
to describe undocumented migrants just like it was used with Black and Brown people during the 
war on drugs, which heavily contributed to mass incarceration in the United States. Racial 
minorities are disproportionately detained in immigrant detention centers and placed on parole, 
just like Black and Brown people were disproportionately incarcerated under mass incarceration.  
 Seeing these characteristics of mass incarceration bleed into incarceration today shows 
that the United States did not begin to end mass incarceration in 2008 despite the decrease in 
incarceration rates. Rather than ending mass incarceration, the United States began to shift 
incarcerated people to immigrant detention centers and place more of them on parole.  Currently, 
these supplemental forms of incarceration are chosen to be neglected as they are not included in 
the incarceration rate. Neglecting these supplemental forms of incarceration results in them being 
statistically, geographically, and socially invisible. Instead of overcoming mass incarceration, the 
United States transformed mass incarceration into invisible incarceration.  
 When looking at criminal justice reform in California and Georgia, the invisibility of 
immigrant detention centers and parole is further perpetuated. Overall, both states have worked 
to decrease their prison population. Even though California and Georgia have successfully 
engaged in decarceration, is it important to remember that this does not point to a uniform trend 
across the United States. Some states have increased their incarceration rates and others that have 
stable incarceration rates (The Sentencing Project, n.d.). California has recently worked to 
remedy the racial disparities in incarceration as well. However, both states fail to address the 
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growing number of immigrants detained and individuals on parole through their reforms. Also, 
together they have passed nineteen criminal justice reforms and only one of them targets the 
impacts of e-carceration and parole on an individual’s access to necessities such as housing and a 
job, meaning individuals with a felony conviction still face discrimination in all aspects of life, 
even if they never serve time in prison.   
 Implementing methods of social control, such as prisons, allows for the state to 
constantly remind Black and Brown people that their race makes them deviant (Walker 2016). 
Therefore, even as a movement for criminal justice reform arose in the United States, there was 
no intention to relinquish the social control forced on Black and Brown people by the criminal 
justice system. Rather, the state chose to engage in invisible incarceration methods and passed 
criminal justice reforms that only decreased the prison population size, rather than addressing 
racial disparities in incarceration. Black and Brown people deserve to no longer be socially 
controlled because of the color of their skin and the only way to achieve this would be to 
radically alter the criminal justice system. This radical alteration needs to target both the visible 
and invisible aspects of incarceration and establish a criminal justice system that focuses on 
restorative justice rather than social control.  
The current movement for criminal justice reform should implement a shift in the reforms 
they advocate for. Rather than advocating for policies that merely transform social control 
methods, they should be advocating for policies that eliminate social control, especially for racial 
minorities. To target standard incarceration, these reforms should address criminal activity where 
there are the largest racial disparities, such as drug crimes. The legalization of illicit drugs would 
help to reduce racial disparities in incarceration as currently Blacks are sentenced to prison at 
rates twenty to fifty times that of Whites and a majority of these sentences are for drug crimes 
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(Alexander 2020). One way to target invisible incarceration would be reforms that advocate for 
less strict immigration policies, such as simplifying the path to citizenship in the U.S. and giving 
undocumented migrants a “grace” period where they can be in the U.S. trying to obtain 
citizenship without being forced into immigrant detention. Another way to eradicate invisible 
incarceration would be to advocate for policies that remove the social control of a felony 
conviction. After an individual serves their time they should no longer be constrained by their 
felony convictions. Their conviction should not influence the job, housing, and social programs 
they have access to do like it currently does. As these policies are implemented, research should 
be conducted to ensure that they are successfully reducing social control. If the policies are not 
effective, then they need to be altered until they achieve their intended goal. Social control has 
been embedded in the criminal justice system since the establishment of the first prison in the 
United States. Therefore, there will be no one policy that addresses the social control and racial 
disparities in incarceration overnight. However, this should not deter the criminal justice 
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Figure 5:  
 
Sources: 
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Figure 6:  
 
Sources: 
Glaze and Kaeble 2014; Kaeble and Glaze 2016; Kaeble et al. 2016; Kaeble and Cowhig 2018; 






















Community Supervision in California




















Correction Population Incarcerated Population
Community Supervision Population
 54 










Glaze and Bonczar 2009; Gaze, Bonczar and Zhang 2010; Glaze and Bonczar 2011; Maruschak 
and Parks 2012; Maruschak and Bonczar 2013; Herberman and Bonczar 2014; Kaeble, 










































Community Supervision in Georgia





Glaze and Kaeble 2014; Kaeble and Glaze 2016; Kaeble et al. 2016; Kaeble and Cowhig 2018; 
Maruschak and Minton 2020. 
 
Table 1: 











this reform has 

















(Turner et al. 
2015) 
General 






























if they are not 
registered as a 
Reduce prison 
population as 





appeared to be 























Corrections Population Incarcerated Population
Community Supervision Population
 56 
sex offender and 
did not commit 






















are no longer 
returned to 
prison; defined 
offenses that are 
now punishable 
by a county jail 
sentence rather 













Within just 15 
months of the 
passage of the 
assembly bill, 













one of the first 
states to engage 













































decline of 15% 
in total drug 
arrests and an 
approximate 
Other states 






felony arrest rate 
for African 
Americans 
declined by 24% 
compared to 20% 
 57 
decline of 20% 
in total property 
crimes 





substance a class 
B misdemeanor 
in 2011 (NCSL 
2016) 
for whites. Felony 







































which is similar 









“no state and 
local resources 
















California is the 
first state to pass 
this extensive of 
a “sanctuary 











detained, such as 
this one, would 
help to decrease 
racial disparities 
in incarceration. 
















but there is no 
specific research 
on its impact 
yet. 
As of 2017, 23 
states and 
Washington 
D.C. have some 





California is one 
of the first states 
Does not 
specifically target 
racial minorities  
 58 
military service, 




























There has not 
been any 
research on its 
impact on prison 
population size 
because of the 
bill’s recent 
implementation. 
California is the 





and is the second 
state to include 
detention centers 

















number of racial 
minorities 
incarcerated.  





that can be 
added to a 




prison or jail 
time (FCLA 
2019)  







15,000 years of 
prison time total 
(FCLA 2019). 




one of the first 














seen in the prison 
population 











does not appear 
to do anything to 
decrease prison 
population size 
In 2017, 16 
other states had 
already passed a 
law that capped 
probation at 2 
years and 3 
states had 










wanting to strike 
a member of the 
jury must prove 
that it is not 








been used to 
keep African 
Americans from 
being on juries 
such as having a 






is yes because of 
the racial 
disparities that 





likely to receive 
the death 




2002), but we 
will have to see 
because it is not 
implemented 














that can be used 


















bias in their 
case” (Project 
Press 2020)” 
This was just 
implemented in 
2020 so we will 
have to wait and 
see what the 
research says 
about its impact 
on prison 









California is the 




This bill does 
specifically target 
racial minorities 
and should help 




on people of color 
as defendants can 
now challenge 











Table 2:  










this reform has 



























by 13% and the 
average sentence 
length for drug 
possession 






not unique as 
most states used 




























from 2013 to 
2015 in Georgia 
but there starts 














has not been any 
research on the 





introduction of a 
Council on 
Criminal Justice 
























from 2013 to 
2015 in Georgia 
but there starts 














has not been any 




Georgia is the 













Act by extending 
the “ban the 
box” initiative, 
lifting the 
lifetime ban on 
food stamps for 





an income tax 
credit for hiring 
a person with a 
felony 
This bill targets 
released 
criminals but 






policies such as 
the tax credit 
and removing 
the lifetime ban 








(Anon 2016)  










et al. 2018a) 
Does not target 
the prison 
population 



















with the elderly 
(Strickland et al. 
2018b) 
Does not target 
the prison 
population 




















270towin. n.d. “Historical Presidential Election Information by State.” Retrieved February 8, 
2021 (https://www.270towin.com/states/).  
ACLU Southern California. N.d. “California Values Act (SB 54).” American Civil Liberties 
Union. Retrieved March 5, 2021. (https://www.aclusocal.org/en/know-your-
rights/california-values-act-sb-54).  
 
Alexander, Michelle. 2020. The New Jim Crow: Mass Incarceration in the Age of 
Colorblindness, Tenth Anniversary Edition. New York City, NY: New Press.  
Alvarado, Monsy et al. 2020. “'These People Are Profitable': Under Trump, Private Prisons Are 
Cashing in on ICE Detainees.” USA Today. Retrieved November 19, 2020 
(https://www.usatoday.com/in-depth/news/nation/2019/12/19/ice-detention-private-
prisons-expands-under-trump-administration/4393366002/).  
Amenta, Edward, Kenneth T. Andrews, and Neal Caren. 2019. “The Political Institutions, 
Processes and Outcomes Movements Seek to Influence.” Pp. 449-464 in The Wiley 
Blackwell Companion to Social Movements, second edition, edited by D.A Snow, S.A. 
Soule, H. Kriesi, and H.J. McCammon. New Jersey: John Wiley & Sons Ltd.  
American Sociological Association. 2020. “Comparative/Historical Approaches.” Retrieved 
October 19, 2020 (https://www.asanet.org/topics/comparativehistorical-approaches).  
 64 
Andrews, Kenneth T. 2001. “Social Movements and Policy Implementation: The Mississippi 
Civil Rights Movement and the War on Poverty, 1965 to 1971.” Sociological Review, 66 
(1): 71-95. (https://doi.org/10.2307/2657394) 
Andrews, Kenneth T. and Bob Edwards. 2004. “Advocacy Organizations in the U.S. Political 
Process.” Annual Review of Sociology 30:479-506. doi: 
10.1146/annurev.soc.30.012703.110542 
Anon. n.d. “State-by-State Data.” The Sentencing Project. Retrieved Apr 28, 2021 
(https://www.sentencingproject.org/the-facts/#map).  
Anon. 2016. “How to Understand the First Offender Act.” Georgia Justice Project. Retrieved Feb 
17, 2021 (https://www.gjp.org/faqs/understand-the-first-offender-act/).  
Anon. 2019. “Governor Newsom Signs AB 32 to Halt Private, For-Profit Prisons and 
Immigration Detention Facilities in California.” Office of Governor Gavin Newsom. 
Retrieved Feb 10, 2021 (https://www.gov.ca.gov/2019/10/11/governor-newsom-signs-ab-
32-to-halt-private-for-profit-prisons-and-immigration-detention-facilities-in-california/).  
Anon. 2020. “Fact Sheet: Operation Streamline.” National Immigration Forum, September 1. 
Retrieved November 19, 2020 (https://immigrationforum.org/article/fact-sheet-operation-
streamline/).  
Barrett-Shorter, Alex. 2019. “California Interrupts the Cycle of Incarceration with Primary 
Caregiver Pretrial Diversion Act.” Center on Juvenile and Criminal Justice, July 17. 
Retrieved Feb 10, 2021 (http://www.cjcj.org/news/12628).  
Beck, Allen J. and Alfred Blumstein. 2017. “Racial Disproportionality in U.S. State Prisons: 
Accounting for the Effects of Racial and Ethnic Differences in Criminal Involvement, 
 65 
Arrests, Sentencing, and Time Served.” Journal of Quantitative Criminology 34: 853-
883. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10940-017-9357-6 
 
Bennett, Jessica. 2020. “These Teen Girls Are Fighting for a More Just Future.” NY Times, June 
26. Retrieved Feb. 5, 2021 (https://www.nytimes.com/2020/06/26/style/teen-girls-black-
lives-matter-activism.html)  
Bik, Logan, Samantha Bravo, Gillian Moran-Perez, Michaella Huck, Mano Baghjajian, Tiago 
Barreiro, Tyler Ridgle, Victor Rojas, Robert Gonzalex, Cristina Boktor, Chris Torres, 
Sloane Bozzi, Orlando Mayroquin, and Emily Holshouser. 2020. “Ongoing coverage of 




Bonta, Rob. 2019. “Assembly Bill No. 32.” California Legislative Information, October 14. 
Retrieved Feb 10, 2021 
(https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billTextClient.xhtml?bill_id=201920200AB32). 
Buchanan, Larry, Quoctrung Bui, and Jugal K. Patel. 2020. “Black Lives Matter May Be the 
Largest Movement in U.S. History.” NY Times, July 3. Retrieved Feb 5, 2021 
(https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2020/07/03/us/george-floyd-protests-crowd-
size.html)  
Bureau of Justice Statistics. N.d. “Terms & Definitions: Community Corrections (Probation and 
Parole). Retrieved March 2, 2020 (https://www.bjs.gov/index.cfm?ty=tdtp&tid=15).  
 66 
California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation. N.d. “Non-Revocable Parole.” State of 
California. Retrieved Feb. 9, 2021 (https://www.cdcr.ca.gov/parole/non-revocable-
parole/).  
California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation. 2014. “March 17, 2014 Update to the 
Three-Judge Court.”. Sacramento: State of California. Document 5114–2. 
Callaghan, Karen, Frauke Schnell, Franklin D. Gilliam, and Shanto Iyengar. 2005. “Super 
Predators or Victims of Societal Neglect? Framing Effects in Juvenile Crime Coverage.” 
Pp. 148–66 in Framing American Politics. Pittsburgh, PA: University of Pittsburgh Press.  
Carson, E. Ann and Office of Justice Programs. 2020. Prisoners in 2019. U.S. Department of 
Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics. http://www.bjs.gov/index.cfm?ty=pbdetail&iid=7106 
CBS SF BayArea. 2020. “Update: Police Arrest 29 As Black Lives Matter Protestors Black 
Westbound Lanes of Bay Bridge.” June 14. Retrieved March 25, 2021 
(https://sanfrancisco.cbslocal.com/2020/06/14/protesters-block-westbound-lanes-of-bay-
bridge-paint-black-lives-matter-on-roadway/).  
Clear, Todd R. and James Austin. 2009. “Reducing Mass Incarceration: Implications of the Iron 
Law of Prison Populations.” Harvard Law and Policy Review 3:307–24.  
Colvin, Jill. 2018. “Trump continues to cast come immigrants as criminals.” The Associated 
Press, February 7. Retrieved March 14, 2021 
(https://apnews.com/article/a4f02d2b6625439cb1ec53186c466acd).  
 67 
Davis, LaJuana. 2011. "Rock, Powder, Sentencing-Making Disparate Impact Evidence Relevant 
in Crack Cocaine Sentencing." The Journal of Gender, Race, and Justice 14(2):375-404 
(http://libproxy.lib.unc.edu/login?url=https://www-proquest-
com.libproxy.lib.unc.edu/docview/870360651?accountid=14244).  
Enns, Peter. 2016. Incarceration Nation: How the United States Became the Most Punitive 
Democracy in the World. New York, NY: Cambridge University Press.  
Epps, Douglas and Rich Furman. 2016. “The ‘alien other’: A culture of dehumanizing 
immigrants in the United States.” Social Work & Society, 14(2):1-14. ISSN: 1613-8953. 
FCLA. 2019. “The Year in Review: Annual Report and Legislative Summary.” Friends 
Committee on Legislation of California. Retrieved Feb 10, 2021 
(https://cqrcengage.com/fclca/file/YVzHtkM9EnF/novembernewsletterfinal.pdf).  
Fitzgerald, Kathleen J. 2020. “Chapter 10: Crime and Criminal Justice.” Pp. 371–420 in 
Recognizing Race and Ethnicity: Power, Privilege, and Inequality. New York, NY: 
Routledge. 
Flores, René D. and Ariela Schachter. 2018. “Who are the ‘Illegals”? The Social Construction of 
Illegality in the United States”. American Sociological Review, 83(5):839-868. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0003122418794635 
Foucault, Michel. 1979. Discipline and Punish. New York, NY: Vintage Books.  
Fredrick, Susan Parnas. 2017. “Summary of Executive Orders on Immigration.” National 




Frey, William H. 2020. “The nation is diversifying even faster than predicated, according to new 
census data.” Brookings Institute Metropolitan Policy Program, July 1. Retrieved March 2, 
2020 (https://www.brookings.edu/research/new-census-data-shows-the-nation-is-
diversifying-even-faster-than-predicted/). 
Glaze, Lauren E. and Danielle Kaeble. 2014. Correctional Populations in the United States, 
2013. Washington D.C.: Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics. 
Glaze, Lauren E. and Thomas P. Bonczar. 2009. Probation And Parole In The United States, 
2008. Washington D.C.: Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics. 
Glaze, Lauren E. and Thomas P. Bonczar. 2011. Probation And Parole In The United States, 
2010. Washington D.C.: Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics. 
Glaze, Lauren E., Thomas P. Bonczar, and Fan Zhang. 2010. Probation And Parole In The 
United States, 2009. Washington D.C.: Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics. 
Global Detention Project. N.d. “Dentention Centres.” Global Detention Project. Retrieved March 
17, 2021 (https://www.globaldetentionproject.org/detention-centres/map-view).  
Gramlich, John. 2018. “U.S. Incarceration Rate Is at Its Lowest in 20 Years.” Pew Research 
Center, May 2. Retrieved September 13, 2020 (https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-
tank/2018/05/02/americas-incarceration-rate-is-at-a-two-decade-low/).  
 69 
Gramlich, John. 2019. “5 Facts about Crime in the U.S.” Pew Research Center, November 20. 
Retrieved September 13, 2020 (https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2019/10/17/facts-
about-crime-in-the-u-s/).  
Gramlich, John. 2020. “How Border Apprehensions, ICE Arrests and Deportations Have 
Changed under Trump.” Pew Research Center, March 2. Retrieved October 14, 2020 
(https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2020/03/02/how-border-apprehensions-ice-arrests-
and-deportations-have-changed-under-trump/) 
Harrison, Jill L. 2016. “Bureaucrats’ Tacit Understandings and Social Movement Policy 
Implementation: Unpacking the Deviation of Agency Environmental Justice Programs 
from EJ Movement Priorities.” Social Problems, 63(4):534-553. 
(https://doi.org/10.1093/socpro/spw024) 
Harr, Daniel. 1999. “The New Slavery Movement”. Social Policy 29(4):28-32. 
Haslett, Cheyenne. 2019. “Fact Check: Trump’s claims on undocumented immigrant crime rates. 
Here’s what the numbers show.” ABC News, January 15. Retrieved March 14, 2021 
(https://abcnews.go.com/Politics/fact-check-trumps-claims-illegal-immigrant-crime-
rates/story?id=60311860).  
Herberman, Erinn J. and Thomas P. Bonczar. 2014. Probation And Parole In The United States, 
2013. Washington D.C. : Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics. 
Jackman, Tom. 2016. “Mass reduction of California prison population didn’t cause increase in 




Jaworsky, Bernadette Nadya. 2013. “Immigrants, Aliens and Americans: Mapping out the 
boundaries of belonging in a new immigrant gateway.” American Journal of Cultural 
Sociology, 1: 221-253. (https://doi.org/10.1057/ajcs.2013.3) 
Johnson, Erik W., Jon Agnone, and John D. McCarthy. 2010. “Movement Organizations, 
Synergistic Tactics, and Environmental Public Policy.” Social Forces, 88(5): 2267-
2292.  (https://doi.org/10.1353/sof.2010.0038) 
Johnson, Kevin R. 1996. ““Aliens” and the U.S. Immigration Laws: The Social and Legal 
Construction of Nonpersons.” The University of Miami Inter-American Law Review, 
28(2), 263-292. (https://www.jstor.org/stable/40176418).  
  
Kaeble, Danielle. 2018. Probation And Parole In The United States, 2016. Washington D.C.: 
Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics. 
Kaeble, Danielle and Lauren Glaze. 2016. Correctional Populations in the United States, 2015. 
Washington D.C.: Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics. 
Kaeble, Danielle and Mariel Alper. 2020. Probation And Parole In The United States, 2017-
2018. Washington D.C.: Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics. 
Kaeble, Danielle and Mary Cowhig. 2018. Correctional Populations in the United States, 2016. 
Washington D.C.: Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics. 
Kaeble, Danielle and Thomas P. Bonczar. 2016. Probation And Parole In The United States, 
2015. Washington D.C.: Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics. 
 71 
Kaeble, Danielle, Laura M. Maurschak,, and Thomas P. Bonczar. 2015. Probation And Parole In 
The United States, 2014. Washington D.C.: Department of Justice Bureau of Justice 
Statistics. 
Kaeble, Danielle, Lauren Glaze, Anastasios Tsoutis and Todd Minton . 2016. Correctional 
Populations in the United States, 2014. Washington D.C.: Department of Justice Bureau of 
Justice Statistics. 
Kitschelet, Herbert P. 1986. “Political Opportunity Structures and Political Protest: Anti-Nuclear 
Movements in Four Democracies.” British Journal of Political Science, 16: 1144-1158. 
Kriesi, Hanspeter, Ruud Koopmans, Jan Willem Duyvendak, and Marco Giugni.1995. New 
Social Movements in Western Europe: A Comparative Analysis, vol. 5. Minneapolis: 
University of Minnesota Press. 
Landgrave, Michelangelo and Alex Nowrasteh. 2017. “Criminal Immigrants: Their Numbers, 
Demographics, and Countries of Origin.” Immigrant Research and Policy Brief No. 1 
CATO Institute. (https://ssrn.com/abstract=2979441).  
Lawrence, Allison. 2009. “Cutting Corrections Cost: Earned Time Policies for State Prisoners.” 
National Conference of State Legislators. Retrieved Feb 10, 2021 
(https://www.ncsl.org/Portals/1/Documents/cj/Earned_time_report.pdf).  
Lee, Michelle Ye Hee. 2015. “Donald Trump’s false comments connecting Mexican immigrants 




Light, Michael T., Jingying He, and Jason P. Robey. 2020. “Comparing crime rates between 
undocumented immigrants, legal immigrants, and native-born U.S. citizens in Texas.” 
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, 
117(51): 32340-32347. (http://www.pnas.org/cgi/doi/10.1073/pnas.2014704117).  
Liptak, Adam. 2011. “Justices, 5-4, Tell California to Cut Prisoner Population.” The New York 
Times, May 23. Retrieved Feb. 5, 2021 
(https://www.nytimes.com/2011/05/24/us/24scotus.html) 
 
Lofstrom, Magnus and Steven Raphael. 2016. “Incarceration and Crime: Evidence from 
California’s Public Safety Realignment Reform.” The Annals of the American Academy 
of Political and Social Science, 664 (1):196-220. DOI: 10.1177/0002716215599732. 
Lofstrom, Magnus, Brandon Martin, and Steven Raphael. 2020. “Effect of sentencing reform on 
racial and ethnic disparities in involvement with the criminal justice system: The case of 
California’s proposition 47.” Criminology & Public Policy, 19(4): 1165-1208. DOI:  
10.1111/1745-9133.12527 
Luders, Joseph F. 2010. The Civil Rights Movement and the Logic of Social Change. New York: 
Cambridge University Press. 
Madestam, Andreas, Daniel Shoag, Stan Veuger, and David Yanagizawa-Drott. 2013. “Do 
Political Protests Matter? Evidence from the Tea Party Movement.” The Quarterly 
Journal of Economics, 128(4): 1633-1685. 




Marsden, David. 2001. “Disciplinary Power and Consumer Research: an Introduction.” Pp. 54-
60 in European Advances in Consumer Research. Vol 5, edited by A. Groeppel-Klien and 
F.R. Esch. Provo, UT: Association for Consumer Research. 
Maruschak, Laura M. and Erika Parks. 2012. Probation And Parole In The United States, 2011. 
Washington, D.C: Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics. 
Maruschak, Laura M. and Thomas P. Bonczar. 2013. Probation And Parole In The United 
States, 2012. Washington D.C : Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics. 
Maruschak, Laura M. and Todd D. Minton. 2020. Correctional Populations in the United States, 
2017-2018. Washington D.C.: Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics. 
Massey, Douglas S. 2014. “The Racialization of Latinos in the United States.” Pp. 21-40 in The 
Oxford Handbook of Ethnicity, Crime and Immigration, edited by Sandra M. Bucerius and 
Michael Tonry. New York: Oxford University Press.  
McShane, Marilyn D. 2008. Prisons in America. New York: LFB Scholarly Publishing, LLC.  
Miller, Jacques-Alain and Richard Miller. 1987. “Jeremy Bentham's Panoptic Device.” October 
41:3–29.  
NCSL. N.d. “Statewide Sentencing and Corrections Legislation.” National Conference of State 
Legislatures. Retrieved Feb 13, 2021 (https://www.ncsl.org/research/civil-and-criminal-
justice/state-sentencing-and-corrections-legislation.aspx). 
 74 
NCSL. 2016. “Drug Sentencing Trends.” National Conference of State Legislatures, July 30. 
Retrieved Feb 10, 2021 (https://www.ncsl.org/research/civil-and-criminal-justice/drug-
sentencing-trends.aspx).  
NCSL. 2017. “Pretrial Diversion.” National Conference of State Legislatures, September 28. 
Retrieved Feb 10, 2021 (https://www.ncsl.org/research/civil-and-criminal-justice/pretrial-
diversion.aspx#:~:text=The%2016%20states%20in%20have,have%20substance%20use
%20related%20needs.).  
Nellis, Mike, Kristel Beyens, and Dan Kaminski. 2014. “Making Sense of Electronic 
Monitoring.” Pp. 1–18 in Electronically monitored punishment: international and critical 
perspectives. London: Routledge.  
Noguchi, Yuki. 2019. “Unequal Outcomes: Most ICE Detainees Held In Rural Areas Where 
Deportation Risk Soar.” National Public Radio, August 15. Retrieved March 17, 2021 
(https://www.npr.org/2019/08/15/748764322/unequal-outcomes-most-ice-detainees-held-
in-rural-areas-where-deportation-risks).  
Olgetree, Charles J. 2002. “Black Man’s Burden: Race and The Death Penalty in America.” 
Oregon Law Review, 81(1): 15-38 
(https://heinonline.org/HOL/P?h=hein.journals/orglr81&i=25&a=dW5jLmVkdQ). 
PEW Charitable Trusts. 2016. “Use of Electronic Offender-Tracking Devices Expands Sharply.” 




Pelletier, Elizabeth, Bryce Peterson, and Ryan King. 2017. “Assessing the Impact of Georgia’s 
Sentencing Reforms.” Justice Reinvestment Initiative. Retrieved April 7, 2021 
(http://www.urban.org/sites/default/files/publication/91731/ga_policy_assessment.pdf).  
Phelps, Michelle S. (2020). “Mass Probation from Micro to Macro: Tracing the Expansion and 
Consequences of Community Supervision.” Annual Review of Criminology 3: 261-279 
(https://doi/10.1146/annurev-criminol-011419-041352).  
Piven, Frances Fox and Richard Cloward. 1977. Poor People’s Movements. New York: Pantheon 
Books.  
Project Press. 2020. “California Legislature Confronts Racial Discrimination in New Criminal 
Justice Reform Package.” American Bar Association, October 28. Retrieved Feb 9, 2021 
(https://www.americanbar.org/groups/committees/death_penalty_representation/project_
press/2020/fall-2020/california-criminal-justice-reform-package/).  
Rankin, Bill. 2019. “Nathan Deal’s criminal justice reforms leave lasting legacy.” The Atlanta 
Journal-Constitution. Retrieved March 10, 2021 (https://www.ajc.com/news/local/deal-
criminal-justice-reforms-leaves-lasting-legacy/ZMwb2vG7C4LurWoFESw46O/) 
Raphael, Steven and Michael A. Stoll. 2013. Why Are So Many Americans in Prison?. New 
York: Russel Sage Foundation.  
Raphael, Steven. 2020. “Criminal Justice Reform in California.” You-Tube Web site. Retrieved 
 April 7th, 2021 (https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=dKkNmpAiJa0).  
Rascoe, Ayesha. 2020. “How Trump’s ‘Law And Order’ Message Has Shifted As He Seeks A 




Rosenblum, Marc R. and Ariel G. Ruiz Soto. 2015. “An Analysis of Unauthorized Immigrants in 
the United States by Country and Region of Birth.” Washington, DC: Migration Policy 
Institute. 
Santoro, Wayne A. 2002. ‘The Civil Rights Movement’s Struggle for Fair Employment: A 
‘Dramatic Events-Conventional Politics’ Model.” Social Forces, 81(1): 177-206. 
Santoro, Wayne A. 2008. “The Civil Rights Movement and the Right to Vote: Black Protest, 
Segregationist Violence and the Audience.” Social Forces, 86(4): 1391-1414. 
Schlosser, Eric. 1998. “The Prison-Industrial Complex.” Atlantic Monthly, December 1. 
Retrieved November 17, 2020 (www.theatlantic.com/magazine/archive/1998/12/the-
prison-industrial-complex/304669/). 
Seawright, Jason and Gerring, John. 2008. “Case Selection Techniques in Case Study Research.” 
Political Research Quarterly 61(2). 
(https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/pdf/10.1177/1065912907313077).  
Simmons, Rusty. 2020. “Black Lives Matter protests continue around Bay Area for fourth 
weekend.” San Francisco Chronicles, June 21. Retrieved March 25, 2021 
(https://www.sfchronicle.com/bayarea/article/George-Floyd-protests-continue-around-
Bay-Area-15355753.php).  
Skocpol, Theda. 1995. Protecting Soldiers and Mothers. Cambridge, MA: First Harvard 
University Press.  
 77 
Smith, Erika D. 2020. “2020 was the year America embraced Black Lives Matter as a 
movement, not just a moment.” Los Angeles Times, December 16. Retrieved March 25. 
2021 (https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2020-12-16/black-lives-matter-protests-
george-floyd-coronavirus-covid-2020).  
Smith, Matt. 2015. “Georgia’s Gov. Nathan Deal: ‘The Ultimate Criminal Justice Reform’.” 
Juvenile Justice Information Exchange. Retrieved March 10, 2021 
(https://jjie.org/2015/11/24/georgias-gov-nathan-deal-the-ultimate-criminal-justice-
reform/).   
Sternheimer, Karen. 2015. Celebrity Culture and the American Dream: Stardom and Mobility. 
New York, NY: Routledge.  
Strickland, Brian, Larry Walker, Jesse Stone, Butch Miller, P.K. Martin, John Kennedy, and 
Chuck Efstration. 2018a. “SB 407.” Georgia General Assembly. Retrieved Feb 13, 2021 
(https://www.legis.ga.gov/legislation/52661).  
 
Strickland, Brian, Larry Walker III, Jesse Stone, Butch Miller, and P.K. Martin IV. 2018b. “SB 
406.” Georgia General Assembly. Retrieved Feb 17, 2021 
(https://www.legis.ga.gov/legislation/52660).  
Sundt, Jody, Emily J. Salisbury, and Mark G. Harmon. 2016. “Is Downsizing Prisons 
Dangerous? The Effect of California’s Realignment Act on Public Safety. Criminology & 
Public Policy 15(2): 315-341. DOI: 10.1111/1745-9133.12199 
 
 78 
Takei, Carl. 2017. “From Mass Incarceration to Mass Control, and Back Again: How Bipartisan 
Criminal Justice Reform May Lead to a for-Profit Nightmare.” University of Pennsylvania 
Journal of Law and Social Change, 20(2), 125-182 
(https://heinonline.org/HOL/P?h=hein.journals/hybrid20&i=138&a=dW5jLmVkdQ).  
Terrazas, Aaron. 2011. “The Economic Integration of Immigrants in the United States: Long-and 
Short-Term Perspectives.” Migration Policy Institute and European University Institute. 
Retrieved April 12, 2021 
(https://www.migrationpolicy.org/pubs/EconomicIntegration.pdf).  
Tetenberg, Nina. 2011. “High Court Rules Calif. Must Cut Prison Population.” National Public 
Radio, May 23. Retrieved Feb.5, 2021 
(https://www.npr.org/2011/05/23/136579580/california-is-ordered-to-cut-its-prison-
population) 
Totonchi, Sara and Marissa Mccall Dodson. 2018. “Commentary: Criminal justice reform in 




Turner, Susan, Terry Fain, and Shirley Hunt. 2015. “Public Safety Realignment in Tweleve 




Ulloa, Jazmine. 2017. “California lawmakers approve landmark ‘sanctuary state’ bill to expand 




U.S. Department of Justice. 1986. State and Federal Prisoners, 1925-85. Washington D.C.: U.S. 
Government Printing Office.  
U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement. N.d. Detention Facilities. Washington D.C.:U.S. 
Department of Homeland Security. (https://www.ice.gov/detention-
facilities?state=3&office=&name=).  
United States. Department of Homeland Security. 2013. Yearbook of Immigration Statistics 
2013. Washington, D.C.: U.S Department of Homeland Security. 
United States. Department of Homeland Security. 2014. Yearbook of Immigration Statistics 
2014. Washington, D.C.: U.S Department of Homeland Security. 
United States. Department of Homeland Security. 2015. Yearbook of Immigration Statistics 
2015. Washington, D.C.: U.S Department of Homeland Security. 
United States. Department of Homeland Security. 2016. Yearbook of Immigration Statistics 
2016. Washington, D.C.: U.S Department of Homeland Security. 
United States. Department of Homeland Security. 2017. Yearbook of Immigration Statistics 
2017. Washington, D.C.: U.S Department of Homeland Security. 
 80 
United States. Department of Homeland Security. 2018. Yearbook of Immigration Statistics 
2018. Washington, D.C.: U.S Department of Homeland Security. 
United States. Department of Homeland Security. 2019. Yearbook of Immigration Statistics 
2019. Washington, D.C.: U.S Department of Homeland Security. 
Vera Sanchez, Caludio G. and Dennis P. Rosenbaum. 2007. “Racialized Policing: Officers’ 
Voices on Policing Latino and African American Neighborhoods.” Journal of Ethnicity in 
Criminal Justice, 9(2):152-178 (https://doi.org/10.1080/15377938.2011.566821).  
Walker, Michael. (2016). “Racemaking in a penal institution.” American Journal of Sociology, 
121(4): 1051-1078 (https://doi.org/10.1086/684033). 
  
Watson, Nick. 2020. “Nathan Deal’s legacy of criminal justice reform is now enshrined on a 
building.” The Times. Retrieved March 10, 2021 
(https://www.gainesvilletimes.com/news/public-safety/nathan-deals-legacy-of-criminal-
justice-reform-is-now-enshrined-on-a-building/).  
Weber, Max. 2002. The Protestant Ethic and the Spirit of Capitalism. United Kingdom: Penguin 
Books.  
Western, Bruce. 2007. Punishment and Inequality in America. New York, NY: Russell Sage.  
Winders, Jamie. 2014. “New Immigrant Destinations in Global Context.” International 
Migration Review, 48(S1):S149-S179 (https://doi.org/10.1111/imre.12140).  
 81 
Young, Elliott. 2017. “The Hard Truths About Obama's Deportation Priorities.” HuffPost, 
February 27. Retrieved November 19, 2020 (https://www.huffpost.com/entry/hard-truths-
about-obamas-deportation-priorities_b_58b3c9e7e4b0658fc20f979e).  
Zúñiga, Víctor and Rubén Hernández-Leon. 2005. New Destinations: Mexican Immigration in 
the United States. New York: The Russell Sage Foundation. 
 
